44                      ON "INTERVENTION,"

gation of suet, treaties or diplomatic compacts as liave
not been invalidated by subsequent events or by the
mere progress of civilisation"*) would be one ground
for such interposition. The reasons which we have
found to exist against it, where the point at issue was
one admitting of doubt and argument on the score
of legality or justice, are here inapplicable. Not only
a combination of states, but, if that were impossible,
any one state, would have the right, on the present
hypothesis, to compel obedience to a rule which had
been made by all of them for the general good. The
want of those attributes (regular constitution, special
intelligence, and impartiality) which, as already ob-
served, justify the coercive action of legal authorities,
does not in this class of cases, as it did in the former,
disqualify a nation from acting as a substitute for such
authorities. There being no reasonable doubt that
the crime is being committed or is contemplated, and
none at all as to the identity of the criminal, there is
no question here of misjudgment either owing to igno-
rance, or to bias arising from personal' interest for or
against the accused. The defect of self-constitution is
the only one of the three from which the intervening
authority, if it consisted not of a general congress but
only of one or two or a minority of the whole body,

* Contingencies in which any nation is required by the stipula-
tions of a treaty, either singly or with other countries, to interpose
(among which some of the proceedings recently taken by Germany
towards Denmark in reference to Schleswig-Holstein must, it would
appear, be classed) are not here in question. The intervention
considered in this paper is that to which nations are not bound by
any special and explicit obligation.